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real 
The ccntemplated procedure by-passes the requirzmex:/ that a 

"Action Pla?+AV be presented to the public. Urdcr the 
contemplated procedure, 
developed after.the ROD, 

tl?e Action Plzz wf_th the remed-y wi31 be 

consent order. 
using the PRT's Work Plar. and possible 

This p,roceduse violates the Regulations. It-. I eliminates 
evaluation and comment aboutz remedies b4 those 
affected, i.e., 

the propcsed 
the STUD and its constituents, Their input lb being 

eiiminated by being limited to commenting or. a PRAP &at is 
incomplete, obsolete and without a proposed remedy. I 

I 
The PRAP states that a wellhead contingency plan is a harr of 

all proposed alternatives (Section 7.1C, Page 16). Thh BW 
further states that the wellhead contingency plan goal is to/x-educe 
groundwater contamination to 5 ppr, (Section 8, Page 24). The: smm 
currently has no orgarzic contaznination. It vigorously oppodes amy 
Plan or ROD which would force it to accspt anything but < waxer 
s*~pply free frcm any detectable contamination. 

This PRA? cannot adequately protect t& water supply 'o:f the 
SXCC until it is revised or am.eEded =o set fO?r"h 
mo--.itorir,g wells upgradie_rlt from 

a plarl for 

wllth a schedule fcr installing, 
Its well sitas 3 and 6, toaether 
monitoring ar?d operating these 

xrils. 

The PW is deficient in dealing with 
issues: 

the follawicg additional 

CL.5 The grauz&vater mod=Llzlg 
'oasecl is inadequate and LnaccusaLe. 

upon M-hich the PRAY ia 
The b-UP should direct that 

the groundwater modeling pYOcedures be reviewed with the hope that 
a mere reliable model can be developed. 

(2) The P-RAP should include an AcriGn 
remetiiating GM #3a which PIan 

Fnc 
fzr 

l-tides 
to be impleaentcd. 

a specific schedule for the plan 

(3) The ?l.an should clarify t'nz obligation of Northrop 
Gr'linrnar, and the Navy to rmnediace any contamination fro7. iLhe ,LZc~ke; 
XUCO size into the ~lxne 60 that if such co?taminaxion reaches t_4_a 
S?+J-D, proco&ses anti commitment of ",he !$I?% ivill bs in p'ace ti 
z?mediate this addicionai possible cozramination GS groundwater. 
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El& Pm shollid be amended to revised t0 adc-fess thes2 
ad<itior_al issues. 

If the NYSDZC elects to proceed tz s .';OD witkcu: ravisinc or 
amendlzg the XAP, then the SFl4D requests that it net >e foreclosed 
from presantins its input ir. the.cre rr.-,ttars whFch 2ffSct the szfetv 
of its water suT3plv. spxiflcally, it requests thaL before an? 
PZOFOSCd ROG 0; 323 WOrk plan is finalized, that the saxe be 
Yubmlt',ed to the S%il 4or review and possible comments. SFWD alsc 
zequests that regular quarterly meetings wizh it ar.d the XYS'DEC azd 
possibly the ?R_Ds be held on Long Island to review ogexaticn and 
maintenance of the remediatio3 process. 

A letter fro3 Holzmacher, McLendan & Murrell, P.C. (H2M Grot;~) 
dated January 11, 2001, authored by Gary E. Loesch, 2.2:. 3s been 
fo,wrded to you untier separate cover o,aztlinFnz specific ideas 
r?galrciinc implementation of the SFWD proposals. 
yc-.1 will consider 

It is my hooe t?az 
"Lhat lezter and the ideas sx forth Derek,. 
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